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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the request for reconsideration filed 03 July 2007. 

2. This application has been reassigned to Michael Meucci. 

3. Claims 12-24 are currently pending. 



Terminal Disclaimer 

4. The terminal disclaimer filed on 28 January 2008 disclaiming the terminal portion 
of any patent granted on this application which would extend beyond the expiration date 
of U.S. Pat. No. 6,668,271 B1 has been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal 
disclaimer has been recorded. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an International application filed under the treaty defined In section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed In the United States 
only If the International application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty In the English language. 

6. Claims 12-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Edwards et al. (U.S. 6,562,076 B2), hereinafter referred to as Edwards. 

a. As to claims 12 and 24, Edwards teaches: configuring a plurality pf agency 



base units (Fig. 3, Principals 1-n) such that each agency unit is addressable at an 
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address on the network (Fig. 3, DMS NFS server; col 3, lines 57-63; col 13, lines 1-42; 
Fig. 4; col 13, line 44 - col 14, line 28); storing, on an agent card of a plurality of agent 
cards (Fig. 3, repositories 14a-14n), at least one response functionality implementing 
one or more document response functions (active property attached to the document) 
(lines 43-47 of column 1 0; col 1 0, line 61 - col 1 1 , line 63; col 1 3, lines 1 -42); storing, on 
the agent card, state for the at least one response functionality that is provided to a user 
(lines 43-57 of column 1 0) of the network at an address dependent on the address of 
the agency base unit into which the agent card is mounted, wherein the state included 
on the agent card is a state of the at least one response functionality (col. 1 0, line 61 - 
col 11, line 63; col. 13, lines 1-42; Fig. 4; col. 13, line 44 - col. 14, line 28). 

b. As to claim 13, The method of claim 1 , mounting the agent card to the 
agency base unit (Fig. 3, col 3, lines 57-63; col 10, line 61 - col 11, line 63; col. 13, lines 
1-42; Fig. 4; col 13, line 44 - col i4, line 28); and triggering the at least one response 
functionality by a document request issued to the agency base unit over the network 
(Fig. 3, col 3, lines 57-63; col. 10, line 61 - col 11, line 63; col: 13, lines 1-42; Fig. 4; col 

13, line 44 - col 14, line 28; col 14, line 49 - col. 15, line 35). 

c. As to claim 14, further comprising coupling the plurality of agency base 
units are coupled to an agency device (Fig. 3, DMS NFS server; col 3, lines 57-63; col. 
10, line 61 - col. 11, line 63; col 13, lines 1-42; Fig. 4; col 13, line 44 - col 14, line 28; col 

14, line 49- col 15, line 35). 
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d. As to claim 15, further comprising coupling the plurality of agency base 
units are coupled to an HTTP server (Fig. 4; DMS NFS server; col 13, line 44 - col 14, 
line 28; col 14, line 49- col. 15, line 35). 

e. As to Claim 16, further comprising storing the sate as an XML file in a file 
system on the agent card (col 3, lines 40-45). 

f. As to claim 17, further comphsing storing transformations of documents as 
described by a tagset are stored as a tagset file in a file system on the agent card (Fig. 
3, MS NFS server; col. 3, lines 57-63; col 10, line 61 - col. 11, line 63; col. 13, lines 1- 
42; Fig. 4; col 13, line 44 - col 14, line 28; col 14, line 49- col. 15, line 35). 

g. As to claim 18, further comprising adapting the agent card with program 
instructions for applying transforms specified in a tagset to a document (Fig. 3, MS NFS 
server; col 3, lines 57-63; col 10, line 61 - col 11, line 63; col 13, lines 1-42; Fig. 4; col 
13, line 44 - col 14, line 28; col. 14, line 49 - col 15, line 35). 

h. As to claim 19, further comprising storing state, tagsets and data in a file 
structure (Fig. 3, MS NFS server; col 3, lines 57-63; col 70, line 61 - col. 11, line 63; col. 
13, lines 1-42; Fig. 4; col 13, line 44 - col 14, line 28; col 14, line 49 - col 15, line 35). 

j. As to claim 20, further comprising storing state, tagsets and data in a 
static file structure (Fig. 3, MS NFS server; col. 3, lines 57,63; col 10, line 61 - col. 11, 
line 63- col 13, lines 1-42; Fig. 4; col 13, line 44 - col 14, line 28; col 14, line 49- col 15, 
line 35). 

k. As to claim 21 , further comprising adapting the agent card to perform on- 
card processing for processing messages received from an agency through a message 
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passing interface (Fig. 3, MS NFS server; col 3, lines 57-63; col 10, line 61 - col 11, line 
63; col. 13, lines 1-42; Fig. 4; col. 13, line 44 - col 14, line 28; col. 14, line 49 - col 15, 
line 35). 

I. As to claim 22, further comprising processing, on the agent card, 
messages received from an agency through a message passing interface (Fig. 3, MS 
NFS server; col 3, lines 57-63; coL 1 0, line 61 - col 1 1 , line 63; col 1 3, lines i-42; Fig. 4; 
col 13, line 44 - col 14, line 28; col 14, line 49 - col. 15, line 35). 

m. As to claim 23, further comprising: monitoring for an ejection request 
indicating a desire to eject the agent card (col. 15, lines 10-58); and in response to 
receipt of the ejection request, writing a state of the agent card to the agent card prior to 
the agent card being removed from the agency base unit (col. 15, lines 10-58). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 03 July 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

8. (A) Regarding claim 12, the applicant contends that Edwards does not teach: 
the claimed agency base units or the claimed agent cards. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. 

As to point (A), the applicant argues that an agent card may be mounted onto an 
agency base unit to provide a particular function or service to a networked user via the 
agency base unit. The examiner points out that the repositories 14a-14n (agent cards) 
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are mounted in external document storage back-end components (agency base units) 
at "C" of Fig. 3. Edwards discloses: "Similarly, back-end components C can include a 
plurality of repositories 14a-14n, where the content of documents are stored. Such 
repositories can include the hard disc of a principal's computer, a file system server, a 
web page, a dynamic real time data transmission source, as well as other data 
repositories," (lines 12-17 of column 11). It is clear from this recitation that Edwards 
teaches agency base units and agent cards. As such, the rejection remains proper and 
is maintained by the examiner. 

9. (B) Regarding claim 12, the applicant contends that Edwards does not teach: 
configuring a plurality of agency base units such that each agency base unit is 
addressable at an address on the network. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As to point (B), the applicant argues that the documents are accessed through 
the DMS system either directly or indirectly by various front end applications. The 
examiner points out that the Network File System (NFS) supports sharing of files, 
printers, and other resources such as persistent storage over a computer network. This 
is sole purpose of the NFS system. As such, this requires that the back end 
components (base units) of Edwards are addressable at an address on the network. 
Edwards explicitly states: "However, using the NFS layer provides uniform access to a 
variety of other repositories (so that documents available over the Web appear in the 
same space as documents in a networked file system)," (lines 33-36 of column 13). As 
such, the rejection remains proper and is maintained by the examiner. 
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1 0. (C) Regarding claim 1 2, tine applicant contends that Edwards does not teach: 
the agent cards and that the storage repositories of Edwards do not provide for storing 
at least one response functionality for implementing one or more document request 
response functions. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As to point (C), agent cards have been discussed above in point (A). The 
functionality for implementing one or more document request response functions is 
taught in Edwards: "By instead providing a filesystem interface directly to these 
applications, it makes it possible to execute relevant properties on the content and 
property read/write path. Furthermore, it is ensured that relevant properties (such as 
ones which record when the document was last used or modified) are kept up-to-date," 
(lines 19-24 of column 13); and " With further reference to FIG. 4, the application 115 
includes one or more functions 180 which are designed to be active properties 
attachable to a document. The functions 180 are executable programs or routines which 
perform management functions for a document to which they are attached when the 
application 115 is not running. In other words, application 115 attaches a management 
function 185 as an active property for document 1 10 which is selected from the set of 
functions 180. In this manner, application 115 has the ability to control the state and/or 
behavior of document 110 even when application 115 is not processing document 110," 
(lines 29-40 of column 14). It is clear from this recitation that Edwards teaches storing 
at least one response functionality for implementing one or more document request 
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response functions. As such, the rejection remains proper and is maintained by the 
examiner. 



Conclusion 

11. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Meucci at (571 ) 272-3892. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00 AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell, can be reached at (571 ) 272-3868. The fax phone 
number for this Group is 571-273-8300. 
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Communications via Internet e-mail regarding tliis application, other than those 
under 35 U.S.C. 132 or which otherwise require a signature, may be used by the 
applicant and should be addressed to [michael.meucci@uspto.gov]. 

All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file. 
PTO employees do not engage in Internet communications where there exists a 
possibility that sensitive information could be identified or exchanged unless the record 
includes a properly signed express waiver of the confidentiality requirements of 35 
U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly set forth in the Interim Internet Usage Policy published 
in the Official Gazette of the Patent and Trademark on February 25, 1997 at 1 195 OG 
89. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Andrew Caldwell/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2442 



